DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA RENTAL HOUSING COMMISSION
SC-24-001
In re: Edward Pugh, 11, Esq.
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
June 25, 2024
HUNTER, CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE: On June 25, 2024, the Rental

Housing Commission (“Commission”) held a hearing in the case of Berrios v. Peter N.G.

Schwartz Management. Inc., RH-TP-17-31,002. The hearing was scheduled for 11:00 am.

Counsel of record for the housing provider/appellee in that matter, Edward L. Pugh, II, Esq.
(“Counsel”), failed to appear. When contacted by the Commission’s Clerk of Court, Counsel
stated that he was not aware of the scheduled hearing and had a conflicting engagement in the
Superior Court. The hearing began and 11:15 am, and the tenants/appellants presented their case
without opposition from the housing provider.

This case was originally scheduled for a hearing on May 7, 2024. On April 5, 2024, the
Commission granted a continuance at the request of the tenants, setting a schedule for briefing
and scheduling the June 25 hearing.! On June 24, 2024, the tenants moved for another
continuance, based on the unavailability of counsel (no counsel for the tenants has entered an
appearance). The continuance was denied by an order issued the same day and served by email
on both parties. It therefore appears to the Commission that Counsel has no excuse for failing to
appear at the hearing.

The Commission’s rule at 14 DCMR § 3812.5 (2004) provides:

! On April 26, 2024, after the tenants filed their brief, Counsel contacted the Clerk and asserted that the brief was
untimely filed. The Clerk (re) sent Counsel a copy of the scheduling order that day. The housing provider did not
subsequently file a responsive brief.



The Commission may disqualify or deny, temporarily or permanently, the privilege
of appearing or practicing before it or the Rent Administrator in any way, to any
individual who is found by the Commission, after hearing, either to be lacking in
the requisite qualifications to represent others or to have engaged in unethical,
improper or unprofessional conduct][.]

Although Counsel’s client is the appellee and does not bear the burden of showing error lack
thereof, the failure to appear (and to file a brief) may prejudice his client’s position. It therefore
appears that Counsel has engaged in unethical, improper, or unprofessional conduct.?
Accordingly, Counsel is ordered to appear before the Commission on Tuesday, July 2,
2024 at 2:00 pm to show cause why his practice before this tribunal should not be restricted. If
Counsel is not available at this time due to another scheduled client matter, Counsel shall move

for a continuance of this show cause hearing no later than Thursday, June 27, 2024 at 4:30 pm.

A

ADAM HUNTER, CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE JUDGE

2 See D.C. R. Pro. Conduct 1.3 (Diligence and Zeal):
(a) A lawyer shall represent a client zealously and diligently within the bounds of the law.
(b) A lawyer shall not intentionally:

(1) Fail to seek the lawful objectives of a client through reasonably available means
permitted by law and the disciplinary rules; or

(2) Prejudice or damage a client during the course of the professional relationship.

(c) A lawyer shall act with reasonable promptness in representing a client.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that a copy of the foregoing ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE in SC-24-001 was
mailed, electronically, on this 25th day of June 2024, to:

E.L. Pugh, II

Pugh Law, PLLC

6426 Crosswoods Drive
Falls Church, VA 22044
epugh@pughlawplic.com
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Clerk of the Court

(202) 442-8949




